





necessary to avoid serious consequences that would flow from the
elimination of the height/power provisions contained in present
Section 22.505(b). PageNet recommended other changes in the rules
relating to power computation and modification of facilities.
Commenters were, with one exception, in favor of the
Commission's proposal to increase base station power limits to a
maximum of 3500 watts. Only the Utilities Telecommunications
Council ("UTC") opposed the increase, citing potential
interference to multiple address systems ("MAS") operating at 928
and 932 MHz.2 Based on its extensive experience both in operating
high powered (i.e., greater than 1000 watt) 931 MHz base stations
and as the licensee of control facilities operating at 928 MHz,
PageNet believes that UTC's fears are unwarranted.3 PageNet
therefore reaffirms its support for the proposal to increase power

limits to 3500 watts and the related recommendations contained in

its Comments.

2 Comments of Utilities Telecommunications Council ("UTC
Comments”). The interference which concerns UTC is understood
to be that which would affect receivers at points of
communication for the 928 and 932 MHz systems.

3

There are currently no systems operating in the 932 MHz band.
Licensing of government and non-government (i.e., common
carrier and private radio) systems at 932 MHz has not yet
begun and is expected to commence shortly, based on
computerized lottery procedures. Conversation of PageNet
counsel with Frank Wright, Chief, Frequency Liaison Branch,
Spectrum Engineering Division, Office of Engineering and
Technology, July 2, 1993.






proximity with one another, site managers often require new
tenants to perform, or will offer to do for them, an
intermodulation study so that transmission systems may be designed
in a way that anticipates and avoids the effects of interference.
The type of interference which is of concern to UTC, is, in
other words, foreseeable, preventable and correctable at nominal
cost.6

In addition to operating high powered stations co-
located or in proximity to 928 MHz MAS receivers without serious
difficulty, PageNet is itself the licensee of 928 MHz control
stations which it operates at the same location as its own high-

powered 931 MHz base stations.7

Clearly PageNet would not favor a
rule change that would result in harm to its own operations. But,
more importantly, its experience operating 928 MHz receivers and
co-located 931 MHz base stations has been that undesired effects

are not a common occurrence.s

In those few instances where
interference does occur, cooperation between licensees has been

adequate to diagnose and resolve the difficulty.

6 Commonly available filters effective in resolving such
interference cost in the range of $300-$700.

7 This is true, for example, in PageNet's common carrier paging
system in the Houston, Texas area.

8

PageNet is also the licensee of many hundreds of 929 MHz
Private Carrier Paging facilities operating co-located with
928 MHz receivers and has found that instances of interference
to the 928 MHz receivers are rare and generally routinely
resolvable. The greater spectral separation between 928 and
931 MHz operations makes it highly unlikely that interference
would not be curable, if it occurred, through use of cavity
filters and other standard engineering approaches.



UTC recommends that the Commission "adopt a method
whereby the parties are required to cooperate to reduce or
eliminate interference" and that paging applicants be required to
contact the licensees of all MAS master stations located within

one mile of any proposed high power paging station.9

As just
noted above, PageNet's experience in dealing with problems of
interference that arise at crowded transmission sites, is that
licensees indeed do cooperate to resolve those problems, and

PageNet has done so at its own expense where appropriate.10

There
is no apparent need for the Commission to adopt a specific rule
requirement to assure that these cooperative efforts continue.
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be required to contact MAS licensees in proximity to a proposed
high power paging facility, it is assumed that the objective of
such a requirement would be to alert entities whose MAS operations

{i.e., receivers) could be affected hv the pronased vnaninag

transmissions. Since known FCC and private data bases do not list
the points of communication (i.e., the locations of receivers) of
MAS, or indeed any other type of system, there would be no means

of accommodating the purpose of such a rule. The requirement

UTC Comments at 6.
10 The accepted approach to resolving interference problems when
they arise is to look to the licensee whose facility was most
recently constructed and to place the burden of resolving the
interference on the "newcomer."
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recommend adoption of the proposed rules, modified in accordance

with the suggestions it set forth in its earlier Comments.
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